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And while we had our disagreements, I al-
ways respected him because I felt that he
was open and straightforward with me and
because I felt he meant it when he said he
had made a strategic choice for peace. I re-
gret that that peace was not achieved in his
lifetime, and I hope that it can still be
achieved, in no small measure because of the
commitment he made.

I think today, rather than speculating
about the future, it would be best for all of
us just to send our condolences and our best
thoughts to his family and to the people of
Syria.

Thank you.

Middle East Peace Process

Q. Mr. President, since he was such a inte-
gral link in the process, is this going to delay
the future of the process? How is it going
to affect the expediency of the process that
you've been trying to jump-start recently?

The President. Peter, [Peter Maer, CBS
News] I think it's premature to say. There
will be a period of mourning in Syria. There
will be a period of sorting out, and the Syrian
people will make some decisions, and then
we’ll see what happens. But you know, we’ve
been at this now for years because of the
decision that he made to go back to negotia-
tions and try to move away from conflict, and
it'’s certainly a path I hope the country will
stay on.

NoTE: The President spoke at 12:17 p.m. at the
Minneapolis-St. Paul International Airport. In his
remarks, he referred to President’s al-Asad’s son,
Bashur Asad. A portion of these remarks could
not be verified because the tape was incomplete.

Statement on the Death of President
Hafiz al-Asad of Syria

June 10, 2000

I am saddened by the news of President
Asad’s death and want to offer my condo-
lences to his family and to the Syrian people.

Over the past 7 years, I have met him
many times and gotten to know him very
well. We had our differences, but I always
respected him. Since the Madrid Con-
ference, he made a strategic choice for peace,
and we worked together to achieve that goal.
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Throughout my contacts with him, including
our last meeting, he made clear Syria’s con-
tinued commitment to the path of peace.

We look forward to working with Syria to
achieve the goal of a comprehensive peace.

Remarks at a Democratic National
Committee Luncheon in
Minneapolis

June 10, 2000

Thank you very much, Vance. Thank you,
Darin. And thanks for being my friend for
such a long time, and thank you for giving
us a little walk through memory lane.
[Laughter] T'm still proud I was a child of
the sixties. [Laughter]

I never have known what I was supposed
to be embarrassed about. I remember Presi-
dent Bush used to refer to me as the Gov-
ernor of a small southern State. I was so
dumb, I thought it was a compliment.
[Laughter] 1 still feel that way.

I want to thank my friend of more than
two decades, Joan Mondale, for being here,
and for all the years that we've shared to-
gether. I'd also like to thank your former sec-
retary of state, Joan Growe, for being here.
Thank you, Joan. Sandy Novak, thank you.
And I'd like to thank the people here from
the Minnesota Teachers Group for their
leadership in this event and for sticking with
the Democratic Party and for their support
of education reform.

Let me say, first of all, I am glad to be
standing here, because in the last week I have
been to Portugal, Germany, Russia, Ukraine.
I came back to the United States to meet
with the King of Jordan, and then I flew to
Japan to the funeral of Prime Minister
Obuchi, then came back to meet with the
President of Mexico. And now I'm here.
[Laughter] 1 feel like a character in that H.G.
Wells novel, “The Time Machine.” [Laugh-
ter] But if by some chance I should slip a
word or two here, you'll just have to make
some allowances for me. [Laughter]

I would also like to thank Mayor Rendell.
He didn’t really plan on leaving the mayoralty
of Philadelphia and taking this little part-time
job that I talked him into.
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One other, just—thing I want to say pre-
liminarily, I've been to Minnesota three
times in the last 5 weeks—[laughter]—and
it’s really funny, because I was screaming to
the point of irritability at my scheduling staff
for months before that. I said, “Look, here’s
three places that I have not been in 2 years,
and I'm really upset,” and one of them was
Minnesota. I said, “I really want to go.”
[Laughter]

So then, they said, all right, you know. So
Fritz Mondale and I went to a farm in David
Minge’s district to talk about the China vote,
and then I went to St. Paul on my education
tour, to the first charter school in the United
States. There are now over 1,700 thanks to
our administration pushing that, and they're
working well.

And today I got to speak at Carleton about
the importance of opening the doors of col-
lege to everyone. It’s been a really rewarding
thing. The people of Minnesota have been
so good to me and to Al Gore and to Hillary
and to Tipper. You know, I still remember
when we rolled into Minneapolis on the bus
tour in ‘92, we were about an hour and a
half or 2 hours late, and there were over
25,000 people in the streets. And I think Vice
President Mondale kept the crowd there—
[laughter]—by hook or crook. So I'm very
grateful to you.

I just want to say a couple of things brief-
ly—one other thing. I want to thank Vance
for helping Hillary, too. She’s doing well.
You'd be proud of her. I think she’s going
to win that race, and I'm very, very proud
of her.

When we took office 7% years ago—Al
Gore and I and our whole team—we were
animated by some fairly basic ideas. One is
that we could have good economics and good
social policy, but to do it, we’d have to get
rid of the deficit and have to go through the
fire of doing that. The second was that we
could grow the economy and improve the en-
vironment. The third was that we had to stop
the politics of personal destruction and the
kind of old rhetoric that had paralyzed Wash-
ington and try to find some way to bring the
American people together as a community.
And the fourth was that we had to abolish
the distinction between domestic and foreign
policy—that in the 21st century, in a
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globalized society, it really wasn’t going to
be as—there are some things that are clearly,
discretely foreign policy-oriented, like what
we did—this is the one-year anniversary of
our victory in Kosovo over ethnic cleansing,
something I'm very proud of. But by and
large, we needed to begin to look at the world
more in terms of how it affected us here at
home and look at how we were—what we
were doing at home in terms of its impact
around the world.

So, for example, I think that it helps Amer-
ica that we're trying to relieve the debts of
the poorest people in the world, that we now
treat AIDS as a national security problem.
I know Senator Lott made fun of me the
other day when our administration an-
nounced that we considered the AIDS prob-
lem to be a national security problem, but
I think it is. Seventy percent of the AIDS
cases are in sub-Saharan Africa. There are
countries there that are now routinely hiring
two people when there is a job vacancy be-
cause they expect one of them to die within
a few months. And this could wreck whole
societies, wreak havoc on the continent, just
at the very time when Africa offers the prom-
ise of new partnership to so many of us.

Anyway, we had these ideas, and so we
set about trying to make them work. And lo
and behold, they did. And I'm grateful for
that, and I thank you. But I just want to make
a couple of points very briefly, because some-
body might ask you why you were here. And
if you say, “Well, I wanted to shake hands
with Bill Clinton,” that’s a good answer, but
that won’t get any votes for us.

The first thing I would like to say is that
ideas matter in politics, and they have con-
sequences. And while we have had our fair
share of good fortune, it flowed from a set
of ideas and policies that we implemented.
The second thing I want to say is, there was,
8 years ago, there was, 4 years ago, and there
is today a significant and honest difference
between the two parties. It is not necessary
for us to do to them what they worked so
hard to do to us, to convince the American
people they're bad people, and theyre no
good, and we should tar and feather them
and run them out of town. There are dif-
ferences.
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The previous administration vetoed the
family and medical leave law as being bad
for the small business economy. I signed it
and said it would be good for the small busi-
ness economy if parents weren't all agitated
all day every day about whether their kids
were sick at home. And now, in each of the
last 7 years, we've set new records for small
business formation. The debate’s over, but
the American people may not know it.

The previous administration vetoed the
Brady bill on the grounds that it was an in-
fringement on the constitutional right to
keep and bear arms and wouldn’t do any
good because crooks didn’t buy guns at gun
stores, they bought them at gun shows. That’s
what they said. Now they say they don’t buy
them at gun shows, but anyway—[laugh-
ter]—back then they said they did, and that
it was an incredibly burdensome thing, and
so they vetoed it.

We passed it and signed it, and it turned
out 500,000 people who were felons, fugi-
tives, and stalkers did buy guns in gun stores,
and we stopped them. And gun crime is
down 35 percent; homicide is at a 30-year
low; overall crime is at a 25-year low, and
not a single hunter has missed a day in the
deer woods. So the debate is over. We won
that debate. We were right, and they weren’t.

And we raised the standards for air quality,
for water quality, for land conservation. We
set aside more land permanently in protected
areas than any administration except those
of the two Roosevelts. And I think we’ve
proved you can grow the economy and im-
prove the environment at the same time.

I say that not to be self-serving but to say
that they are ideas; they have consequences.
We need to tell people this. And if you look
at the debate today, you see the same sort
of debate unfold. That’s the first thing I want
to say.

So what are the issues today? Well, first
of all, there’s a big issue, huge issue—what
do you think we ought to do with this situa-
tion we’ve got in America today?

Now, in my lifetime, we have never had
at the same time an economy this strong, so
much progress on the social issues, and the
absence of domestic crisis or external threat.
The last time we had an economy this strong
and a lot of the social indicators were begin-

June 10 / Administration of William J. Clinton, 2000

ning to look good was in the 1960’s, and it
came apart because of the civil rights chal-
lenge at home and the Vietnam war abroad.
So I'm not sure it’s ever happened in the
history of America, but in our lifetimes, it
had never happened before. The last longest
economic expansion in history, the one that
consumed the 1960’s from 61 to 69, and
it ended because we couldn’t reconcile our
external problems over Vietnam, our internal
problems over civil rights, the economics as-
sociated with it, and the social fabric came
apart, and I remember how it ended.

I graduated from high school 9 weeks after
Martin Luther King was killed, 2 days after
Bobby Kennedy was killed, 9 weeks after
Lyndon Johnson said he couldn’t run for
President anymore because the country was
too divided. A few months after I graduated
from college, the last longest economic ex-
pansion in history ended.

So these things don’t last forever. This is
highly unusual. So the big question in this
election year is, overshadowing everything
else, is: What do you propose to do with this?
I have done everything I could do to turn
this country around, to prepare this country
for a new century, a new millennium. And
it’s your turn now. You get to decide. That’s
what this election is about.

What are we going to do with all this pros-
perity? Ideas have consequences. It matters.
What I think we should be doing is taking
on the big challenges and the big opportuni-
ties. I think we ought to say, “If we could
create the future of our dreams for our kids,
what will we do?” T can only tell you what
I think. I think we ought to extend oppor-
tunity to the people and places that aren’t
part of the recovery. I think we ought to
make a commitment to ending child poverty
and giving every family the time and tools
it needs to succeed at home and at work.

I think we ought to make a commitment
to giving every kid a world-class education
in the public schools and opening the doors
of college to all Americans. I think we ought
to have a commitment to roll back the tide
of climate change and the environment, and
to deal with the challenge of the aging of
America, so we baby boomers don’t burden
our children and our grandchildren.
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I think we ought to commit to stay on the
cutting edge of science and technology not
only to reap the benefits but to deal with
the most troubling potential burdens that are
coming up, including the invasion of our pri-
vacy by the explosion of information tech-
nology.

I think we ought to commit to continuing
to work for one America across all the lines
that divide us, and I think we ought to be
more involved, not less involved, in all kinds
of nonmilitary ways with the rest of the
world. I think the trade agreements we made
with Africa, with the Caribbean Basin, with
China, trying to alleviate the debt of poor
countries, the money we're trying to raise to
develop vaccines for AIDS, TB, and ma-
laria—these things are all good, and they
would directly benefit the United States by
giving us a more peaceful, more free, more
decent world to live in. That’s what I think
we ought to be doing.

Now, how do you tell what to do in an
election, if you've decided that? So you've
got to decide what you think of it, that’s what
I think. Because I don’t know if this will ever
happen again in my lifetime, and I'd like to
see America not relax, not lay down but say,
“This is an unbelievable gift, and we’re going
to make the most of it.”

So what does that mean? That means that
you've got to decide who’s going to be the
President, who's going to get elected to these
Senate seats, who’s going to get elected to
the House seats. What are you going to do
if you decide that that’s what you want?

Now, there are the following almost cer-
tain consequences to the election, based on
the differences and ideas. And you don’t have
to believe that the two candidates for Presi-
dent are anything other than good people.
Yes, I think you should believe they're both
going to do what they say theyre going to
do. But you have to believe they're going to
do what they said they would do in the pri-
mary as well as the general election. [Laugh-
ter]

But there’s a lot of studies on this, by the
way, which show that by and large, even
though our friends in the press try to con-
vince you that we're all a bunch of slugs in
politics, that Presidents historically have a
pretty good record of doing what they say
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they're going to do. And when they don't,
we're usually glad they didn't. [Laughter] 1
mean, aren’t we glad Franklin Roosevelt
didn’t balance the budget in the Depression?
Aren’t we glad Abraham Lincoln didn’t keep
his promise not to free the slaves? I mean,
once in a while, it doesn’t happen. But, most-
ly, people do. An historian did an analysis
that said I'd kept a higher percentage of my
commitments than the last five Presidents.
I was proud of that. But people do that.

Okay, so what will happen? What is the
difference in the economic policy? Well,
there will be a difference. Al Gore will be
for a tax cut that still enables us to invest
in education and health care and science and
technology and keep paying the debt down
to take care of the aging of America. And
if you both have a big tax cut and privatize
a part of Social Security and guarantee the
benefits to all the people that are older, you
spend all the surplus and then some right
there, before you spend a nickel on anything
else. So we're going to have a different eco-
nomic policy. We're going to go back to see
if we can do without these surpluses and bal-
anced budgets. And if you believe both can-
didates are honorable, that’s what’s going to
happen. And I do.

There will be a dramatic difference in en-
vironmental policy, if you believe that both
candidates will do what theyve been doing.
In the primary, the nominee of the other
party promised to reverse my designation of
over 40 million acres of roadless areas in the
national forests, which the Audubon Society
says is the most significant conservation move
in the last 50 years. So there will be a real
difference there in their attitudes in clean
air, clean water. How do you reconcile these
conflicts?

There will be a huge difference in the
crime policy. You saw what Mr. LaPierre, at
the NRA convention, said—that if they could
just get us out of the White House and the
Republicans won, they’d have an office in the
White House. Now, I don’t know if literally
he will; they would probably be a little too
red-faced to do that. But that’s what will hap-
pen. You can book it, that will happen.

And it’s not like we don’t have any evi-
dence here. You've got evidence. You put
more police on the street. You do things to
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keep kids off the street. You keep the econ-
omy strong. You try to keep going into these
neighborhoods that are in trouble trying to
change the texture of them, and do more to
keep guns out of the hands of criminals and
kids. The crime rate goes down, and more
people live. This is not complicated.

And they keep talking to me about gun
control. I get tickled—TI asked one of these—
I was at a debate the other day. I said, “You
know, there was a constitutional right to keep
and bear arms.” I said, “T don’t think you
interpreted it right, but let’s just assume you
did.” T said, “There’s also a constitutional
right to travel.” And I've exercised it. [Laugh-
ter] I said, “Now, when I travel around, I
look, and I see there’s speed limit laws, seat-
belt laws, child safety restraint laws. I never
hear anybody talking about car control. Do
you? Now, if I go get your car and put it
in my garage, that’s car control. ” [Laughter]
“But otherwise, it’s highway safety.”

There’s a huge consequence here. You've
got to think about this. There are con-
sequences. In health care there are con-
sequences. We're for the Patients’ Bill of
Rights, and they’re not. And I've been for
managed care. My record on this is pretty
clear. I've said that we couldn’t sustain what
we were doing in the health care system;
we’d have to manage the system better. But
I still think the critical decisions ought to be
made by the professionals and the patients.

And the court system will change dramati-
cally, because there will be somewhere be-
tween two and four appointments to the Su-
preme Court. And if you think Roe against
Wade should be repealed and that’s an im-
portant issue for you, then you should vote
for them, because that’s what’s going to hap-
pen. And if you don’t, and that’s an important
issue for you, then you should vote for us.
So there are consequences.

The last thing I want to say is this, to follow
up on what Vance said. I know Al Gore better
than anybody but his wife, I believe—maybe
his mother, who will chide me if I claim to
know him better than her. [Laughter] She
is an astonishing woman—once practiced law
in Arkansas 70 years ago—an amazing
woman. Here are some facts you need to
know. He supported me on every hard deci-
sion I ever had to make, whether it was going
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into Bosnia or Kosovo or Haiti or helping
Mexico when they were about to go bank-
rupt. And we had a poll that morning that
said by 81 to 15, the American people didn’t
want me to do it. There was a real winner.
[Laughter] But I knew it was the right thing
to do. We had to do it.

He cast the deciding vote on the economic
program, without which we wouldn’t all be
standing around here today. Then he cast the
tie-breaking vote on the—to close the gun
show loophole and put child safety locks and
ban large capacity ammunition clips when
the Senate voted on that. And in between,
he’s done a lot of other things.

He ran our reinventing Government pro-
gram, giving us the smallest Federal estab-
lishment since 1958. The Democrats did
that, not the Republicans—eliminated more
positions and more programs. And I'll give
anybody here $5 who can name three of the
programs I eliminated. [Laughter] There are
hundreds of them. We put the money and
we doubled investment in education with the
money.

He’s managed our environmental pro-
grams, including our partnership for a new
generation of vehicles. He ran our very suc-
cessful program to establish empowerment
zones in poor areas which have created thou-
sands and thousands of jobs. Ask Mayor
Rendell; one of them is in Philadelphia.

He managed a big part of our foreign rela-
tions with Russia, with South Africa, with
Egypt, with a number of other countries. And
you heard what Ed said about the Vice Presi-
dency—TI've actually done a study of this.
Jimmy Carter and Walter Mondale were the
first two people that ever took the office sys-
tematically seriously, in the whole history of
America. I love Franklin Roosevelt, but as
sick as he was, it’s unbelievable he didn’t take
any more time picking Harry Truman and
didn’t tell him anything. Harry Truman
didn’t even know about the bomb when he
became President. Jimmy Carter and Walter
Mondale were the first two people who ever
took the job systematically seriously.

If you look at the whole history of the of-
fice, Vice President Nixon and Vice President
Johnson had more influence than their pred-
ecessors. And then here’s Mondale up here.
And to President Reagan’s credit, he gave
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Vice President Bush a lot to do and they had
more of a systematic relationship. And then
when—and Al Gore and I actually made a
study of this, what had happened throughout
history. And I decided that this was crazy;
that, first of all, this guy might be President
any day now, especially with the kind of mail
I've been getting the last—[laughter]—and
secondly, why have a person with a lot of
energy and intelligence just hanging around
waiting to go cut ribbons?

And so, I put him to work. And I nearly
broke him a couple times. I never saw any-
body work any harder; he’s the only guy I
ever met who worked harder than me. But
you need to know that there has never been
anybody in that job who had more of an im-
pact on more issues across a broader range
of areas, and that a lot of the success we enjoy
today would not have been possible if it
hadn’t been for him. So there’s nobody that’s
any better prepared, not only by virtue of
past service but by virtue of future orienta-
tion.

So I realize this is not a big campaign
speech, but you need to think about this. If
somebody says tomorrow, “Why did you go
there?” say, “Well, but first, I'm really con-
cerned about what we’re going to do with
this prosperity. It's just as stern a test for
the country’s character, what you do with
good times as what you do with bad times.
It's not as if you've got a lot of options, and
your back is against the wall. Second, ideas
matter, and there are honest differences be-
tween the candidates and the parties. Third,
I think based on the evidence and the argu-
ment, I agree with the Democrats, and here
are some examples.”

Now, I hope you can all do that, because
this is going to be a close election. And part
of it—in a funny way, we’re almost disadvan-
taged by how well things have gone. There
are young people who are voting in this elec-
tion who can never remember a bad stock
market, never remember high unemploy-
ment, never remember the kind of social dis-
cord and rising crime and those kinds of
things. They just think it happened. It didn’t
just happen.

And I don’t mean by any stretch that I
am solely responsible; that’s not what I mean.
America changed in the nineties. We became
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more community-oriented; we became more
civically responsible; we became more inter-
ested in opportunity for other people as well
as for ourselves; and we began to think about
tomorrow as well as today. It wasn't just me,
I was just a part of it.

But you need to really keep that in your
mind between now and November. This is
a big election. It's about what we’re going
to do with our prosperity. It’s a stern test,
ideas matter, and you think we're right—if
you can sell that, T'll feel pretty good about
the outcome.

Thank you very much.

NoTE: The President spoke at 2:30 p.m. in the
Atrium Room at Key Investment, Inc. In his re-
marks, he referred to luncheon hosts Vance K.
and Darin Opperman; Joan Mondale, wife of
former Vice President Walter Mondale; State Sen-
ator Steven G. (Sandy) Novak; President Ernesto
Zedillo of Mexico; King Abdullah II of Jordan;
Edward G. Rendell, general chair, Democratic
National Committee; Gov. George W. Bush of
Texas; Wayne LaPierre, executive vice president,
National Rifle Association; and Vice President
Gore’s mother, Pauline.

Remarks at a New Leadership
Network Reception in Minneapolis

June 10, 2000

Thank you. Wow! [Laughter] 1 started off
today at 5 o’clock this morning in Wash-
ington—that’s 4 o’clock your time—and I
came out to Carleton to give the commence-
ment address. And I came here, and I went
to another event. It’s just getting rowdier as
I go on. You guys are doing great.

I would like to thank my friend and part-
ner Mayor Rendell from Philadelphia, the
chairman of our party, for coming out here
with us. And I want to thank Mike—you and
Mary and all the people have done a great
job with this party—all the sponsors. This is
just fabulous. And I'm delighted to be here.

And I want to thank the Fine Line Music
Cafe folks, and all the people who provided
the music. And I want to thank Senator Paul
Wellstone and Sheila and their kids and
grandkids—the whole Wellstone family is
here today. And Representative Martin Sabo,
who’s daughter is also a candidate here today.



